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How San Remo Birthed  
the Jewish National Home 

by Efraim Karsh 

here is probably no 
more understated e-
vent in the history of 

the Arab-Israeli conflict than 
the San Remo conference of 
April 1920. Convened for 
a mere week as part of the 
post-World War I peace 
conferences, which created 
a new international order 
on the basis of indigenous 
self-rule and national self-
determination, participants 
appointed Britain as man-
datory for Palestine with the 
specific task of  

putting into effect the 
declaration originally 
made on November 2, 1917, by the British Government [i.e., the Balfour 
Declaration], and adopted by the other Allied Powers, in favour of the 
establishment in Palestine of a national home for the Jewish people, it being clearly 
understood that nothing shall be done which may prejudice the civil and religious 
rights of existing non-Jewish communities in Palestine, or the rights and political 
status enjoyed by Jews in any other country.1  

This mandate was then ratified on July 24, 1922, by the Council of the League of 
Nations—the postwar world organization and the United Nation’s predecessor.  
                                                 
1 British Secretary’s Notes of a Meeting of the Supreme Council, held at the Villa Devachan, San Remo, on Saturday, 

Apr. 24, 1920, at 4 p.m., in E.L. Woodward and Rohan Butler, eds., Documents on British Foreign Policy 1919-1939 
(hereinafter DBFP), (London: HMSO, 1960), ser. 1, vol. 8, pp. 176-7. 

T

The leaders of the U.K., France, Italy, and Japan in San Remo,
April 1920. The importance of the San Remo resolution cannot be
overstated as a turning point in the history of the Arab--Israeli
conflict. It signified an unqualified recognition of the Jews’ right
to national rebirth in their ancestral homeland.  
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Armed with this agreement, on February 
27, the Zionists asked the postwar peace 
conference, which had begun its deliberations 
in Paris the previous month, to recognize “the 
historic title of the Jewish people to Palestine 
and the right of the Jews to reconstitute in 
Palestine their National Home” and to appoint 
Britain as “Mandatory of the League [of 
Nations],” tasked with creating  

such political, administrative and 
economic conditions as will secure 
the establishment there of the 
Jewish National Home and 
ultimately render possible the 
creation of an autonomous 
Commonwealth, it being clearly 
understood that nothing shall be 
done which may prejudice the 

civil and religious rights of 
existing non-Jewish communities 
in Palestine or the rights and 
political status enjoyed by Jews in 
any other country.5  

The mandatory system to which the 
Zionists referred was enshrined in 
Article 22 of the League of Nations’ 
covenant, which sought to steer those 
“colonies and territories” of the defunct 
Ottoman and German empires that were 
“inhabited by peoples not yet able to 
stand by themselves under the strenuous 
conditions of the modern world” toward 
independence as “a sacred trust of 
civilization.” By way of doing so, each 
colony or territory was to be administered 
by a League mandatory that was to guide 
it toward self-governance in accordance 
with the distinct “stage of development of 
the people, the geographical situation of 
the territory, its economic condition  
and other similar circumstances.” More 
specifically, it stipulated that “Armenia, 
Syria, Mesopotamia, Palestine and 
Arabia must be completely severed from 

the Turkish Empire” and that certain 
communities in these territories  

have reached a stage of de-
velopment where their existence 
as independent nations can be 
provisionally recognized subject  
to the rendering of administrative 
advice and assistance by a 

                                                 
5 “Secretary’s Notes of a Conversation Held in M. 

Pichon’s Room at the Quai d’Orsay, Paris, on 
Thursday, 27th February, 1919, at 3 p.m.,” Foreign 
Relations of the United States: Paris Peace 
Conference 1919 (Washington, D.C.: Government 
Printing Office, 1942-47), vol. 4, doc. 9, pp. 161-4 
(hereinafter FRUS: Paris Peace Conference). 

Edmund Allenby, commander of the Egyptian
Expeditionary Force, enters Jerusalem, December 11,
1917. Allenby was contemptuous of the meager
French contribution to the fighting and encouraged
Arab leaders to resist French attempts to enforce their
authority. 
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to enforce their authority in areas 
designated to them by the Sykes-
Picot agreement. He also cultivated 
Faisal as the “supreme authority in 
Syria on all Arab matters whether 
administrative or military,” giving 
the emir free rein to intimidate 
political opponents and promising 
him a voice in the decision-making 
process over the Levant’s future. No 
less galling for the French was the 
British refusal to withdraw the EEF 
from the Levant before the peace 
conference had reached its decision. 
Requests to increase the number of 
French troops in Syria were 
peremptorily declined; Britain 
remained firmly in control, leaving 
the French with a gnawing sense of 
impotence.9 

Faisal’s Imperial Dream 
To complicate matters further, Anglo-

French differences were skillfully exploited 
by Faisal to further his grandiose ambitions. 
Even during the anti-Ottoman revolt, the emir 
had begun toying with the idea of having his 
own “Greater Syrian” empire, going so far as 
to negotiate this option with key members of 
the Ottoman leadership behind the back of his 
British war allies.10 When this ploy came to 
                                                 
9 See, for example, Allenby to Faisal, Oct. 13, 1918, 

British Foreign Office (FO) 371/3384/175365; 
Faisal to Allenby, Nov. 2, 1918, and Allenby’s 
response, FO 371/3384/182643; Allenby to War 
Office, Oct. 19, 21, 22, 1918, FO 371/3384/175365, 
175481, 177569; F. Georges-Picot’s telegram of 
Nov. 14, 1918, in Édouard Brémond, Le Hedjaz 
dans la Guerre Mondiale (Paris: Payot, 1931), p. 
308. 

10 Efraim and Inari Karsh, Empires of the Sand: The 
Struggle for Mastery in the Middle East, 1789-
1923 (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University 
Press, 1999), pp. 194-7. 

naught, Faisal tried to insert his imperial 
dream in the postwar peace agreements telling 
the Council of Ten, the supreme decision-
making body of the Paris peace conference 
(February 1919), that “Syria claimed her unity 
and her independence” and that it was 
“sufficiently advanced politically to manage 
her own internal affairs” if given adequate 
foreign and technical assistance.11  

Making no mention of his agreement 
with Weizmann, the emir refrained from 
referring to, let alone endorsing, the 
Balfour Declaration, proposing instead to 
leave Palestine’s future “for the mutual 

                                                 
11 “Secretary’s Note of a Conversation Held in M. 

Pichon’s Room at the Quai d’Orsay, Paris, on 
Thursday, 6 February, 1919, at 3 p.m.,” FRUS: 
Paris Peace Conference, vol. 3, doc. 61, pp. 889-
92; “Memorandum by the Emir Feisal, 1 January 
1919,” in David Hunter Miller, My Diary at the 
Conference of Paris, with Documents (New York: 
Appeal Printing Co., 1928), vol. 4, pp. 297-9. 

Emir Faisal (center), the leader of the nascent pan-Arab
movement, tried to insert his imperial dream in the postwar
peace agreements at the Paris conference, February 1919,
declaring that Syria was “sufficiently advanced politically to
manage her own internal affairs.”
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endorse Faisal’s imperial 
dream over the objection of 
some of their advisors, re-
commending, “For the sake 
of the larger interests, both of 
Lebanon and of Syria … the 
unity of Syria has to be 
urged” and that “Emir Feisal 
be made the head of the new 
united Syrian State.”19 
However, at the time, ac-
cording to a British estimate, 
only 15 percent of Lebanese 
favored Hashemite rule, and 
Lebanon’s Christian reli-
gious leaders pleaded with 
the peace conference that  
the country “should not be 
placed in any way under 
an Arab and Moslem 
Government.”20 

Similarly, while feigning “a deep sense of 
sympathy for the Jewish cause,” the com-
mission dismissed the millenarian Jewish 
attachment to Palestine as valid justification 
for the establishment of a Jewish national 
home there. Effectively treating the Jews as a 
religious community rather than a nation, it 
recommended that “Jewish immigration 
should be definitely limited, and that the 
project for making Palestine distinctly a 
Jewish commonwealth should be given up,” 
thus reducing the country’s Jewish com-
munity to a permanent minority in Faisal’s 
prospective Syrian kingdom. “There would 
then be no reason why Palestine could not  
be included in a united Syrian State, just as 
other portions of the country,” the com-
mission wrote,  

                                                 
19 FRUS: Paris Peace Conference, vol. 12, pp. 789-91.  

20 Reports by Clayton (Beirut), Oct. 15, 31, 1918, FO 
371/3384/173729, 181781; Forbes-Adam (Paris), 
Sept. 26, 1919, DBFP, vol. 4, pp. 439-40. 

the holy places being cared for by 
an International and Inter-Reli-
gious Commission, somewhat as 
at present, under the oversight 
and approval of the Mandatary 
and of the League of Nations. The 
Jews, of course, would have repre-
sentation upon this Commission.21 

Nor was Faisal deterred from 
accompanying his machinations with in-
timidation attempts whenever he deemed it 
necessary. When the peace conference 
reconvened in London on February 12-April 
10, 1920—with the salient absence of the 
United States—to discuss the Turkish peace 
treaty, the delegates were warned by Allenby 
that 

                                                 
21 “Report of the American Section of the International 

Commission on Mandates in Turkey,” doc. 380, 
pp. 794-5. 

King-Crane Commission, Hotel Royal, Beirut, July 1919. Henry
King (seated, left) and Charles Crane (right) endorsed Faisal’s
imperial dream, recommending, “Emir Feisal be made the head of
the new united Syrian State” to include Lebanon and Palestine.



MIDDLE E

an
co
A
co
P
po
ou
en
ac
ca
fu
de

Whe
effect, on
Syrian Co
of Syria
including
union wit
to vacate 
and south
if to un
April 4 a
demandin
Faisal’s n
Jews mur

T
Faisa

perceptib
with Brit
null and
groundwo
mandates
translate 
jection o
neither im

               
22 Meiner

vol. 1

23 For the
Maisa
14, 19

EAST QUARTE

ny decision
ompatible 

Arab aspirat
oncerning S
alestine or M
otamia taken w
ut Faisal’s 
nce will no
cknowledged 
ause great d
uture for whic
eclines all resp

en this threat 
n March 8, t
ongress proc
a “within 
g Palestine,” 
th Iraq. Franc
the country

hern (i.e., P
nderscore thi
and 7, a pogr
ng Palestin
newly procla
rdered and an

The Londo
al’s self-e

ble impact on
tain and Fra

d void and 
ork for the lo
s. However, t

to a Zioni
of the emi
mplied a co

                   

rtzhagen to Cu
13, p. 218. 

e text of the pr
alun, pp. 278-8
920, DBFP, vo

ERLY     Summ

 in-
with 
tions 
yria, 

Meso-
with-
pres-
t be 
by Arabs an

difficulties in
ch [the Arab] 
ponsibility.22  

failed to hav
the emir had
claim him as 
its natural 
in political a
ce and Britai
’s western (i

Palestine) par
is requireme
rom erupted 

ne’s incorpo
aimed kingd
nother 211 w

on Confere
nthronement
n the London
ance declarin

proceeding
ong-awaited 
this did not a
ist gain as 
ir’s imperia
rresponding

               

urzon, Feb. 19

roclamation, se
8; Allenby to C
ol. 13, pp. 224-

A

mer 2020

nd will 
n the 
nation 

ve the desire
d the Genera
King Faisal 

boundaries
and economi
in were aske
i.e., Lebanon
rts.23 And a
ent, between
in Jerusalem

oration int
dom with fiv
wounded.  

ence  
t had n
n conference
ng this mov
g to lay th

award of th
automatically
France’s re

al ambition
 readiness to

9, 1920, DBFP

ee Husri, Yawm
Curzon, Mar. 13
-5, 229-30. 

A pogrom e
deman

incorpor
newly pro

 

d 
al 
I 

s, 
ic 
d 

n) 
as  
n 

m 
o 

ve 

o 
e, 

ve 
he 
he 
y 

e-
ns 
o 

P, 

m 
3, 

tine
Llo
line
perc
bibl
with
Lita
old
Bal
obta
natu
its b
man
flow
eve

bor
Fren
Syk
Pale
sou
prop
dec
Sep
Fren
intim

     
24 D

25  B

erupted in J
nding Palest

ation into F
oclaimed kin

e’s northern
oyd George 
e, which la
ception of 
lical territor
h the northe
ani on the co
Dan, or Hul

lfour mainta
ain the comm
urally belong
borders to th
ndatory of S
wing waters 
ent be of muc

Since this
rder of Syria
nch mandate

kes-Picot’s 
estine’s nor

ught to win
posed dema

cided by 
ptember 11,
nch chief a
mated that 

                   

David Lloyd G
Treaties (Lon
p. 1144; “M
respecting S
Aug. 11, 1919

Balfour to Curz
302. 

Jerusalem 
tine’s 
Faisal’s  
ngdom. 

reduce
scope 
date n
the Br
interpr
Palesti

A 
revolv

n border, wi
backing the

argely confo
Palestine a

ry “from D
ern border ex
oast, and ac
leh in the int
ained that 
mand of the w
gs to it, wh
he north, or 
Syria, to wh
of H[er]mo

ch value.”25 
s line signi
a, which was
e, and since i

internati
rthern half, 
n France’s 
arcation befo
the peace 
, 1919, W
advisor on S
“the French

                   

George, The T
ndon: Victor G

Memorandum b
Syria, Palestine
9, DBFP, vol. 4

zon, July 2, 191

Karsh: San R

e the ter
of its Syrian

nor acceptan
ritish and Z
retation o
ine mandate.

heated 
ed around 
ith Prime M
e proposed Z
ormed to hi
as comprisin

Dan to Beer
xtending “up
cross to Bani
terior.”24 Lik
Palestine “

water-power
ether by ext
by treaty w

hom the sou
n could not 

ified the so
s due to bec
it went way b
ionalization 

the Zionis
support for

ore the matt
conference

Weizmann m
Syrian affair
h would acce

     

Truth about th
Gollancz, 1938)
by Mr. Balfour
e, and Mesop
4, p. 347. 

19, DBFP, vol. 

Remo / 8 

rritorial 
n man-
nce of 
Zionist 
f the 
.  
debate 
Pales-

Minister 
Zionist 
is own 
ng the 
rsheba” 
p to the 
ias, the 
kewise, 
“should 
r which 
tending 

with the 
uthward 

in any 

outhern 
come a 
beyond 

of 
sts had 
r their 
ter was 
e. On 

met the 
rs who 
ept the 

e Peace 
), vol. 2, 
r (Paris) 
otamia,” 

4, p. 



MIDDLE E

Litani riv
difficulty
with a s
impressio
meeting 
Minister 
who indi
the Frenc
details of
Syrian f
satisfactio
question,
are also d

By 
reconven
positive 
late Janu
the Fren
Alexandr
of his pr
Jews but
defunct 
attempt 
home and
implemen
from do
propagan
during la
actively 
Palestine
political 
secretary
conferen
future.  

               
26 Weizm

Letter
Bruns
and I
9, p. 2

27 Ibid.; W
p. 227

EAST QUARTE

ver line wit
y.”26 He was
similarly up
on after 

with For
Stephen Pic

icated that w
ch were not 
f this or tha
frontier, pro
on of Fra
” they “wou

doing someth
the time 

ned in Lo
sentiments h

uary 1920, C
nch premiers
re Millerand
redecessor’s 
t sought to r
internationa
to undermi
d the British
ntation. “I 
ocumentary 
nda has great
ast two mon
against Zio

e in a unified
officer rep

y George Cu
ce was de

                   

mann to Philip
rs and Papers
swick and Je
Israel Universi
213.  

Weizmann to B
7 (emphasis in

ERLY     Summ

thout 
s left 
pbeat 

a 
reign 
chon 

while 
“deeply inte

at line of the
ovided there
ance over 
uld like to sh
hing for Zion

the peace
ndon, how
had all but 

Clemenceau 
ship, and h

d not only sh
affinity to 

resuscitate S
alization sch
ine the Jew
h mandate to

have satis
evidence 

tly increased
nths and is n
onism and f
d Syria,” the
orted to Br

urzon on Ma
eliberating t

               

p Kerr, Sept. 
s of Chaim W

erusalem: Tran
ties Press, 197

Balfour, Sept. 
n the original). 

F

mer 2020

erested in th
e Palestinian
e is genera

the Syrian
how that they
nism.”27 
 conferenc

wever, thes
vanished. In
had resigned

his successo
hared nothing
Zionism and

Sykes-Picot’
heme in an

wish nationa
o facilitate it
sfied mysel
that French

d in Palestin
now working
for a French
e EEF’s chie
ritish foreign
arch 2, as th
the region’

11, 1919, Th
Weizmann (New
nsaction Book
77), ser. A, vo

26, 1919, ibid

French prim
Millerand

Zion

 

he 
n-
al 
n 
y 

e 
e 
n 
d 

or 
g 
d 
s 
n 
al 
ts 
lf 
h 

ne 
g 
h 

ef 
n 

he 
s 

he 
w 
ks 
l. 

d., 

Geo
Cou
Am
con
Syk
defe
Jew
cou
bou
imp
bee
Alli
con

gen
led 
Con
idea
Geo
Bra
his 
his 

     
28 M

29 “

30 L

me minister A
d had no aff
ism and Jew

outset o
policy o
ernment.
the Frenc

Matters ca
orge read a 
urt justice L

merican Zion
nfidant, warn
kes-Picot ag
feat full reali
wish [Nation
untry “in com
undaries,” a
plement the B
en “subscribe
ies and A

ncede the pro
This sent 

neral of the 
most of th

nference and
a of a Jewish
orge’s words
andeis as hav
own importa
own earlier

                   

Meinertzhagen
vol. 13, p. 22

“British Secret
held at 10, 
Saturday, Feb
vol. 7, pp. 18

Lloyd George, 
vol. 2, p. 116

Alexandre 
finity to 
ws. 

You w
how ea
Palestin
a very
propag
how e
be to w

our adminis
of His Maje
. I am of the 
ch aim at noth

ame to a h
telegram fr

Louis Brand
nists and P
ning that the
greement to 
ization of [t
nal] Home”
mplete disreg
and that th
Balfour Decl
ed to by Fran

Associated P
oposed Zioni

Philippe Be
French fore

he negotiatio
d who was “v
h National H
s) into a tirad
ving “an ex
ance” (effect
r claim that 

                   

n to Curzon, M
20. 

tary’s Notes of
Downing Stre
bruary 21, 192
3-4. 

The Truth abo
62. 

Karsh: San R

will realize 
asy it is in 
ne to conduct 
y dangerous 
ganda and 
easy it will 
wreck at its 
tration and 
esty’s Gov-
opinion that 

hing less.28 

head when 
rom U.S. Su
deis, leader 
President W
e application 

Palestine “
the] promise
” by dividin
gard [of its] h
he only w
laration, whi
nce as well a
Powers,” w
st boundarie
erthelot, sec
eign ministry
ons at the L
very scornful
ome” (to use
de.30 He disp

xaggerated se
tively contra
“President W

     

Mar. 2, 1920,

f an Allied Con
eet, London, S
20, at 11a.m.,”

out the Peace T

Remo / 9 

Lloyd 
upreme 
of the 

Wilson’s 
n of the 
“would 

e of [a] 
ng the 
historic 

way to 
ich had 
as other 
was to 
s.29 
cretary-
y, who 
London 
l of the 
e Lloyd 
paraged 
ense of 
adicting 
Wilson 

 DBFP, 

nference 
SW1, on 
” DBFP, 

Treaties, 



 

MIDDLE EAST QUARTERLY     Summer 2020 Karsh: San Remo / 10 

was entirely guided by Mr. Brandeis”). 
Further, he dismissed the Zionist proposal as 
“too extravagant to be considered for a single 
moment” before proceeding to lament Allied 
support for the “largely mystical” Zionist 
movement, which in his view was based on 
the misconceived hope of “rescuing large 
numbers of wretched Jews in Russia and 
Central Europe” at a time when “the great 
majority of these so-called Jews had 
[probably] very little real Jewish blood in their 
veins.”31  

By now the two powers had agreed to the 
text of the Palestine clause in the Turkish 
peace treaty, which was broadly based on 
Lloyd George’s own definition: “Palestine: the 
boundaries to be defined in accordance with its 
ancient limits of Dan to Beersheba, and to be 
under British mandate.” The British prime 
minister was happy to leave the precise 
demarcation of the borders to a later stage and 
to inform Brandeis that his “geography was at 
fault, and that it might be as well if he studied 
more authoritative and accurate maps than 
were apparently at present at his disposal.” 
Even Berthelot calmed down, asking Lloyd 
George to inform Brandeis that France’s 
rejection of his “extravagant claims” 
notwithstanding, Paris “had no intention of 
adopting a hostile attitude, but was quite 
prepared to make liberal arrangement for the 
supply of water for the Zionist population.”32 

 
  
                                                 
31 “British Secretary’s Notes of an Allied Conference 

held at 10, Downing Street, London, SW1, on 
Tuesday, February 17, 1920, at 3.30 p.m.,” DBFP, 
vol. 7, p. 107; “British Secretary’s Notes of an 
Allied Conference held at 10, Downing Street, 
London, SW1, on Saturday, February 21, 1920, at 
11 a.m.,” DBFP, vol. 7, p. 184.  

32 “British Secretary’s Notes of an Allied Conference 
held at 10, Downing Street, London, SW1, on 
Saturday, February 21, 1920, at 11 a.m.,” DBFP, 
vol. 7, pp. 182, 185. 

San Remo 
This feigned affinity proved very short 

lived. When the Supreme Allied Powers met 
again on April 19-26, 1920, in the Italian 
resort town of San Remo to finalize the 
Turkish peace treaty, the French were back to 
their old game. Prime Minister Millerand, 
enraged by what he considered less than 
unequivocal British rebuff of Faisal’s imperial 
ambitions, which he feared would reduce the 
French mandate in Syria to a mere façade  
for the emir’s effective rule, exploited the 
Palestine mandate as a springboard for 
improving France’s regional position. As a 
result, the French delegation to San Remo did 
not content itself with disputing Palestine’s 
northern border but questioned the British  
and Zionist interpretation of the Palestine 

The French delegation to San Remo, led by
French prime minister Alexandre Millerand,
questioned the British and Zionist inter-
pretation of the Palestine mandate and indeed
the notion of a Jewish national home. 
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government at a certain date; and he had 
endeavored to meet these objections, however 
misconceived they might be. But now the 
French delegation seemed to have substituted 
its own draft for the insertion of the 
declaration in the peace treaty even in a 
modified form, which was something that 
Britain, as the designated mandatory for 
Palestine, could not possibly accept. Besides, 
argued Curzon, “the Jews regarded the 
declaration of Mr. Balfour in its entirety as the 
charter of their rights, and they attached great 
importance to reference being made to the 
original declaration in the Treaty of Peace.” 
And though the French might believe that the 
Jews “had no reason to attach capital 
importance” to the declaration’s inclusion in 
the treaty, the “fact remained, however, that 
they did attach such importance, and, after all, 
they were the best judges of their own 
interests.” In these circumstances, was it really 
necessary to continue squabbling over an issue 
on which the British government had taken up 
a position from which it was practically 
impossible for it to retreat?41 

With Millerand acquiescing in this request 
on condition that the relinquishment of French 
religious privileges not be formally mentioned 
in the treaty and that France’s point on the 
political rights of Palestine’s non-Jewish 
population be recorded in a procès-verbal, the 
terms of the mandate were quickly agreed on, 
to be subsequently incorporated into the 
Turkish peace treaty, which was signed four 
months later in the French town of Sèvres.42 

                                                 
41 Ibid., pp. 167-9. 

42 “The Treaty of Peace between the Allied and 
Associated Powers and Turkey. Signed at Sèvres, 
August 10, 1920,” Macedonian Press Agency 
News and Document Archive, Athens, art. 95-7.  

Conclusion 
“Among the more satisfactory items of 

news from San Remo is the statement that 
Great Britain is to receive a mandate for 
Palestine which will be considered, in term of 
Mr. Balfour’s Declaration, a national home for 
the Jews,” read a London Times editorial on 
April 27, 1920: 

We recently called attention to 
attempts that were being made to 
invalidate that Declaration, which 
embodied wisely, albeit tardily, 
the only sound policy the Allies 
could adopt towards the Jewish 
people … But though this op-
position was at length overcome, 
and the promise given, the op-
ponents of the promise have not 
wearied in their efforts to render it 
nugatory. They dislike the idea 
that the Jews should have a 
national home of their own and 
would fain persuade the non-
Jewish world that the Jews are 
merely a religious denomination 
without special race character.  

It is a historical tragedy that this criticism, 
which was primarily directed against “a 
section of the super-British Jews whose title to 
speak for the Jewish masses is as meager as 
their knowledge of them,” remains as valid 
today as it was one hundred years ago. Only 
now it is the Palestinian leaders (and their 
international champions) who remain en-
trenched in the rejection not only of the 
millenarian Jewish attachment to the Land of 
Israel but of the very existence of a Jewish 
people (and by implication its right to 
statehood). Rather than keep trying to turn the 
clock backward at the cost of prolonging their 
people’s statelessness and suffering, it is time 
for their leaders to shed their century-long 
recalcitrance and opt for peace and 
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reconciliation with their Israeli neighbors. 
And what can be a more auspicious timing 
for initiating this sea change than the one 
hundredth anniversary of the San Remo 
conference?   
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